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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is the final action on the merits for application number 1 0/790,847. Claims 
1-24 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. Applicant Argues, "Lonnroth is seen to disclose the exchange of messages 
processed by clients to services, the messages being sent to pre-processors before 

reaching the service. Thus, the pre-processors read the messages and process it to 
generate a new message that the service can understand. The Office Action cited 
column 4, lines 32 to 36 of Lonnroth as allegedly teaching the features of Claim 1 . 
However, in the cited portion of Lonnroth, the client is the one sending a request 
identifying a service and including a number of parameters. On the contrary, with the 
invention, the server that provides the service sends a service description document to 
the client". 

Lonnroth discloses, the XML document generated by pre-processor 240 in 
response to a service request is referred to herein as a XML request document. The 
XML request document includes links that identify the information sources that 
correspond to the requested service. As shall be described in greater detail hereafter, 
the XML document may also include metadata, inserted by the pre-processor 240, that 
is used by the various components of post processor 244 (Lonnroth, col 5, In 30-52). 
Therefore, the examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant. 
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3. Applicant also Argues, "In Lonnroth, when messages are sent from the client to 
the service, the service can check the validity of the message and whether it should be 
processed. This is in contrast to the invention of Claims 13 and 17 in which the client, 
and not the service, tests whether It will be able to interact correctly with the service. 
Thus, Claims 13 and 17, as well as the claims dependent therefrom, are not believed to 
be anticipated by Lonnroth". 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 13 and 17have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Therefore, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees with the applicant. 

4. Applicant also Argues, "As for Claims 14 and 18, Lonnroth is not seen to teach 
the features of acquiring from a service description document at least one imperative 
value associated with a property of processing, and verifying whether the imperative 
value is included in a list of values which can be attributed to a property supported by 
the functionality described in the service description document". 

Specifically, the XML document generated by pre-processor 240 in response to a 
service request is referred to herein as a XML request document. The XML request 
document includes links that identify the information sources that correspond to the 
requested service. As shall be described in greater detail hereafter, the XML document 
may also include metadata, inserted by the pre-processor 240, that is used by the 
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various components of post processor 244 (Lonnrotli, col 5, In 30-52). Therefore, the 
examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant. 

FINAL REJECTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-12, 14-16,18-19, 21-22, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lonnroth et al., US 6,826,597 (Hereinafter, Lonnroth). 

Regarding Claim 1, Lonnroth discloses a "method of offering a service provided 

by a server computer in a communication network". Specifically, Lonroth discloses a 
method and system for allowing an arbitrary client to be serviced by a single application 
is described (Lonnroth, col 3, In 49-51). 

Lonnroth also discloses "comprising sending, from a server computer that 
provides a service to a client computer, a service description document describing a 
service". Specifically, the XML document generated by pre-processor 240 in response 
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to a service request is referred to lierein as a XML request document. The XML request 
document includes linl<s that identify the information sources that correspond to the 
requested service. As shall be described in greater detail hereafter, the XML document 
may also include metadata, inserted by the pre-processor 240, that is used by the 
various components of post processor 244 (Lonnroth, col 5, In 30-52). 

Lonnroth also discloses "the document comprising a description of a functionality 
implemented during a preprocessing or post-processing of data in XML format of a 
message exchanged during the execution of said service on the communication 
network". Specifically, As shall be described in greater detail hereafter, the XML 
document may also include metadata, inserted by the pre-processor 240, that is used 
by the various components of post processor 244 (Lonnroth, col 5, In 30-52) 

Regarding Claim 2, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 1, wherein 
said functionality defines processings adapted to produce or use data in XML format 
defined in a first abstract part of a service description document". Specifically, those 
request objects take the form of XML documents (Lonnroth, col 4 , In 10-15). 

Regarding Claim 3, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 2, wherein 
the description of said functionality is inserted in said first abstract part of the service 
description document". Specifically, the metadata may contain data that identifies the 
particular client that issued a request, the device type of the client, the protocol 
supported by that client, the user currently using the client, the service requested by the 
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client, and various parameters associated with the requested service (Lonnroth, col 9, In 
32-37). 

Regarding Claim 4, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 1, wherein 
said preprocessing or said post-processing is implemented via a script language". 
Specifically, post processor has an XSL engine (Lonnroth, col 7, In 40-50). 

Regarding Claim 5, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 1, wherein 
said functionality is defined as a data item in XML format in a first abstract part of a 
service description document". Specifically, the metadata may contain data that 
identifies the particular client that issued a request, the device type of the client, the 
protocol supported by that client, the user currently using the client, the service 
requested by the client, and various parameters associated with the requested service 
(Lonnroth, col 9, In 32-37). 

Regarding Claim 6, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 5, wherein 
said data item in XML format defining said functionality is encoded in a second concrete 
part of the service description document". Specifically, the metadata may contain data 
that identifies the particular client that issued a request, the device type of the client, the 
protocol supported by that client, the user currently using the client, the service 
requested by the client, and various parameters associated with the requested service 
(Lonnroth, col 9, In 32-37). 
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Regarding Claim 7, Lonnroth discloses a "metliod according to Claim 1, wherein 
the description of said functionality comprises a list of properties supported by said 
functionality, said properties defining at least respectively"(Lonnroth, col 8, In 21-37). 

Furthermore, Lonnroth also discloses the style sheet for each device includes general 
instructions about how data should be formatted for he device (Lonnroth, col 8, In 39- 
52). 

Lonnroth discloses a "the node in the communication network adapted to execute 
said processing". Specifically discloses a pre-processor and post- processor (col 4, In 
6-10). 

Lonnroth discloses a "the type of processing". Specifically discloses XML 
processing (col 6, In 1-10). 

Regarding Claim 8, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 7, wherein 
said functionality also comprises a property adapted to specify whether said processing 
is carried out on the sending or reception of said message". Specifically, the post- 
processor receives XML responses from the XML processor and a filtering unit 
selectively filters XL response documents based on filtering rules (Lonnroth, col 7, In 40- 
50). 

Regarding Claim 9, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 7, wherein 
said functionality also comprises a property adapted to specify the message or a set of 
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messages to which said processing applies". Specifically, XSL style sheets contain 
instructions about how each type of data item that can be contained in an XML 
document should be formatted prior to transmission to the client (Lonnroth, col 8, In 20- 
25). 

Regarding Claim 10, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 7, 
wherein said functionality also comprises a property adapted to define the data 
produced or used by said processing, and possibly the type of said data". Specifically, 
XSL style sheets contain instructions about how each type of data item that can be 
contained in an XML document should be formatted prior to transmission to the client 
(Lonnroth, col 8, In 20-25). 

Regarding Claim 11, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 7, 
wherein the description of said functionality comprises a property adapted to specify 
whether the processing to be carried out is obligatory or optional". Specifically, upon 
receiving a service request, the pre-processor performs any operations that are required 
prior to servicing the request (Lonnroth, col 5, In 22-25). 



Regarding Claim 12, Lonnroth discloses a "method according to Claim 7, 
wherein, for at least one property supported by said functionality, the description of said 
functionality comprises a list of values attributable to said property". Specifically, in one 
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embodiment, information about wliicli services are authorized for each client are stored 
in a configuration database (Lonnroth, col 5, In 28-30). 

Regarding Claim 14, Lonnroth discloses a "method of validating a message 
received by an intermediate computer in a communication network, from a service 
description document comprising a description of a functionality implemented during a 
reprocessing or the post-processing of data in XML format of the message exchanged 
during the execution of a service on the communication network". Specifically, such 
operations may include, for example, performing security checks to determine whether 
the client issuing the request is authorized to issue the request (Lonnroth, col 5, In 25- 
30). 

Lonnroth also discloses "extracting a processing from the message received". 
Specifically, the pre-processor generates based on the request and information 
contained in configuration database, a request object in the form of an XML document 
(Lonnroth, col 5, In 31-35). 

Lonnroth also discloses "acquiring from said service description document at 
least one imperative value associated with a property of the processing". Specifically, 
the pre-processor generates based on the request and information contained in 
configuration database, a request object in the form of an XML document (Lonnroth, col 
5, In 31-35). 

Lonnroth also discloses "verifying whether said imperative value is included in a 
list of values which can be attributed to a property supported by said functionality 
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described in tlie service description document". Specifically, the XML document 
generated by pre-processor 240 in response to a service request is referred to herein as 
a XML request document. The XML request document includes links that identify the 
information sources that correspond to the requested service. As shall be described in 
greater detail hereafter, the XML document may also include metadata, inserted by the 
pre-processor 240, that is used by the various components of post processor 244 
(Lonnroth, col 5, In 30-52). 



Regarding Claim 15, Lonnroth also discloses "reading the value associated with 
a property adapted to specify whether the processing is executed before or after the 
sending of said message". Specifically, upon receiving a service request, the pre- 
processor performs any operations that are required prior to servicing the request 
(Lonnroth, col 5, In 22-25). 

Lonnroth also discloses "executing said processing when said value is adapted 
to specify that the processing must be executed before the sending of the message". 
Specifically, the post-processor receives XML responses from the XML processor and a 
filtering unit selectively filters XL response documents based on filtering rules (Lonnroth, 
col 7, In 40-50). 
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Regarding Claim 16, applicant claims a device with the means for performing 
the method in claim 1 . This claim is substantially similar to the method of claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 18, applicant claims a device with the means for performing 
the method in claim 14. This claim is substantially similar to the method of claim 14 and 
is therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 14. 

Regarding Claim 19, Lonnroth also discloses "server computer in a 
communication network, comprising means adapted to implement the method of 
offering a service according to Claim 1" (Lonnroth, Fig 2: node 110, col 5, In 18). 

Regarding Claim 21, Lonnroth also discloses a "computer in a communication 
network, comprising means adapted to implement the method of validating a message 
according to Claim 14" (Lonnroth, Fig 3, col 11, In 7-8). 

Regarding Claim 22, applicant claims a "computer-readable storage medium on 
which is stored a computer executable program to implement the method of offering a 
service according to Claim 1". This claim is substantially similar to claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 1 . 
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Regarding Claim 24, applicant claims a "computer-readable storage medium on 
which is stored a computer executable program to implement the method of validating a 
message according to Claim 14". This claim is substantially similar to claim 14 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 13,17,20,23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lonnroth et al., US 6,826,597 (Hereinafter, Lonnroth). 

Regarding Claim 13, Lonnroth discloses a "method of testing access to a 

service by a client computer in a communication network, from a service description 
document, comprising the following steps implemented by said client computer". 
Specifically, Lonroth discloses a method and system for allowing an arbitrary client to be 
serviced by a single application is described (Lonnroth, col 3, In 49-51). 

Lonnroth also discloses a "extracting a description of a functionality implemented 
during a preprocessing or the post-processing of data in XML format of a message 
exchanged during the execution of the service on the communication network". 



Application/Control Number: 10/790,847 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2175 

Specifically, XML gateways are mechanisms for converting between XML and 
messages produced by other types of data sources (Lonnroth, col 6, In 8-10). 

Lonnroth also discloses "reading a value associated with a property adapted to 
specify a node in the communication network adapted to execute the processing". 
Specifically, the XML gateways that are called by XML processor in response to a 
particular XML request document are XML gateways that are connected to the data 
sources have the information identified in the XML request document (Lonnroth, col 6, 
In 26-35). 

Lonnroth also discloses a "reading a value of a property adapted to specify 
whether the processing is obligatory or optional". Specifically, upon receiving a service 
request, the pre-processor performs any operations that are required prior to servicing 
the request (Lonnroth, col 5, In 22-25). 

Lonnroth also discloses a "verifying whether the processing is supported by the 
client computer in the communication network when said processing Is obligatory and 
must be executed by said client computer in the communication network". Specifically, 
such operations may include, for example, performing security checks to determine 
whether the client issuing the request is authorized to issue the request (Lonnroth, col 5, 
In 25-30). 

Lonnroth does not specifically, disclose implementing all the steps above on the 
client device. However, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to implement the steps on the client device. The motivation to do so is 
that Lonnroth states the set of services that may be requested by one client may be 
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different then service requested by another client (Lonnroth, col 4, In 58-60). It would 
be obvious to verify the services at the client level to allow the client to only use the 
service that it requested and not another client requested. 

Regarding Claim 17, applicant claims a device with the means for performing 
the method in claim 1 3. This claim is substantially similar to the method of claim 1 3 and 
is therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 13. 

Regarding Claim 20, Lonnroth also discloses a "client computer in a 
communication network, comprising means adapted to implement the method of testing 
access according to Claim 13" (Lonnroth, col 4, In 30). 

Regarding Claim 23, applicant claims a "computer-readable storage medium on 
which is stored a computer executable program to implement the method of testing 
access according to Claim 13". This claim is substantially similar to claim 13 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 13. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASHRAF ZAHR whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
1973. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30 am - 6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571)272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

AAZ 5/6/08 

/William L. Bashore/ 
William L. Bashore 
Primary Examiner 
Tech Center 21 00 



